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U.S.  LAGS  IN  WAR  AGAINST  WORLD  POVERTY 


development  in  the  rest  of  the  world  .  .  .  nearly  two 
percent  of  our  gross  national  product.  But  to  meet 
the  challenges  of  the  1960s,  we  are  spending  only  .  .  . 
one-half  of  one  percent  of  our  gross  national  product. 

.  .  .  We  can  afford  a  foreign  economic  development 
program  at  least  three  times  as  big  as  the  present  one.” 

How  “sacrificial”  is  the  present  program?  The  aid 
program  is  largely  loans,  repayable  in  dollars  and  tied 
to  U.S.  procurement.  AID,  according  to  Secretary  of 
State  Dean  Rusk,  “is  in  the  business  of  exporting  U.S. 
goods  and  services,  not  U.S.  dollars.”  In  1964,  AID- 
financed  purchases  accounted  for  more  than  one-fourth 
of  all  U.S.  exports  of  iron  and  steel,  of  fertilizer,  and 
of  locomotives.  American  shipping  lines  received  over 
$80  million  for  carrying  AID-financed  commodities  to 
their  destinations. 


Congress  is  in  the  midst  of  its  annual  review  of  the 
foreign  aid  program,  and  Congressmen  are  raising  an 
increasing  number  of  questions  about  the  smallness  of 
the  program  and  its  political  and  cold  war  orientation : 

Is  the  United  States  doing  enough  to  help  close  the  gap 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor?  The  gap  is  growing, 
but  the  U.S.  contribution  is  dwindling.  The  $1.6  bil¬ 
lion  requested  for  development  loans  and  technical 
assistance  for  fiscal  1967  is  some  10%  below  the  1966 
request.  This  is  due  in  part  to  the  fact  that  “last  fall, 
the  President  made  it  repeatedly  clear,”  according  to 
AID  Administrator  David  Bell,  “that  he  felt  it  was 
necessary  ...  to  restrict  to  the  absolute  minimum  those 
expenditures  .  .  .  not  related  to  the  Vietnam  situation.” 
But  the  smallness  also  stems  from  a  lack  of  aware¬ 
ness  of  the  size  of  the  problem.  Sen.  Clark  has  pointed 
out  that  “Fifteen  years  ago,  we  contributed  to  economic 


CIVIL  UNREST  IN  SOUTH  VIETNAM  STIRS  CONGRESS 

The  widespread  anti-Government  demonstrations  which  Gore,  “then  let  the  Vietnamese  choose  their  form  of  govern- 
racked  South  Vietnam  for  a  month  and  a  half  and  forced  ment  ...  if  as  a  result  of  these  elections  there  is  a  coalition 
Premier  Ky  to  agree  to  hold  elections  in  the  fall,  have  caused  government  .  .  .  which  wishes  to  be  rid  of  war  and  which 
some  second  thoughts  on  Capitol  Hill  about  the  attitudes  wishes  to  adopt  a  nonaligned  or  neutral  status,  could  we 
of  the  Vietnamese  people  toward  the  war  and  tow'ard  the  ask  for  more?” 

United  States.  Executive  Branch  continues  to  try  to  get  peace  by 

The  United  States  should  leave  if  not  wanted.  Accord-  military  means.  In  1966  the  U.S.  Government  expects  to 
ing  to  Richard  B.  Russell,  Ga.,  Chairman  of  the  Senate  drop  6.38,000  tons  of  bombs  on  Vietnam  or  40%  of  the 

Armed  Services  Committee,  “a  very  careful  survey  should  entire  tonnage  dropped  by  all  U.S.  forces  in  World  War  II  in 

be  made  in  South  Vietnam  as  to  what  people  in  the  cities  Europe  and  Africa.  U.S.  planes  are  bombing  closer  and 
really  tbink.  If  that  survey  shows  that  the  majority  of  them  closer  to  Hanoi  and  Haiphong;  U.S.  officials  have  specified- 
are  anti-American,  I  think  we  should  withdraw  now.  .  .  .  It’s  that  U.S.  aircraft  will  pursue  hostile  aircraft  to  wherever 
not  good  manners  to  stay  in  a  man’s  house  against  his  they  go — even  over  the  border  of  China.  This  concept  of 
wishes.”  Sens.  Young,  Ohio;  Stennis,  Miss.;  Morton,  Ky.;  hot  pursuit  has  been  criticized  by  both  Sens.  J.  W.  Fulbright, 
Javits,  N.Y.;  Proxmire,  Wis. ;  Pell,  R.I.;  and  Cooper,  Ky.,  Ark.,  and  Robert  F.  Kennedy,  Mass.  Sen.  Kennedy  has  re- 
have  expressed  somewhat  similar  views.  Sen.  Russell  has  minded  his  colleagues  that  “no  military  action  in  North 

gone  on  to  say  that  he  doesn’t  “buy”  the  “so-called  domino  Vietnam  or  China  can  create  or  contribute  to  the  creation 

theory”  under  which  all  of  Southeast  Asia  is  expected  to  fall  of  .  .  .  [a  viable]  political  structure  in  South  Vietnam.” 

to  the  Communists  if  the  United  States  pulls  out  of  Vietnam.  ^  »«  i  t  i  1 1  i  i 

Members  of  Congress  should  be  encouraged  to  support 

Sens.  Albert  Gore,  Tenn.,  and  Joseph  Clark,  Pa.,  have  called  the  Gore-Clark  proposals  for  a  cease-fire  and  universal  elec- 
upon  the  Government  to  help  create  the  best  possible  condi-  tions  in  South  Vietnam.  International  supervision  could 
tions  for  elections  by  trying  to  negotiate  a  cease-fire  for  help  insure  fair  elections.  An  international  presence  should 
two  to  three  weeks  during  the  campaign.  Both  have  urged  remain  for  an  interim  period  to  help  stabilize  tbe  country 
the  Government  to  encourage  voting  by  all  Vietnamese  and  prohibit  reprisals.  Reconstruction  should  also  be  carried 
adults.  “If  we  really  believe  in  self-determination,”  says  Sen.  out  under  international  auspices. 


Questionnaire  for  Candidates,  page  3 
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Is  the  AID  program  too  closely  linked  to  U.S.  military 
activities?  South  Vietnam  will  be  the  largest  single 
recipient  of  U.S.  aid  in  fiscal  1967,  receiving  some 
$550  million  of  supporting  assistance  funds  and  $101 
million  in  food  aid.  Nearly  20%  of  AID  personnel 
are  assigned  to  South  Vietnam. 

Should  military  aid  be  ended?  Most  Americans  were 
appalled  by  the  Indian-Pakistani  conflict  last  fall,  and 
the  U.S.  Government  tried  to  encourage  an  end  to  the 
fighting  by  cutting  off  developmental  aid  to  both  coun¬ 
tries.  But  the  former  Ambassador  to  India,  John  K. 
Galbraith,  believes  that  Pakistan  would  not  have  sought 
a  military  solution  if  the  United  States  had  not  sup¬ 
plied  that  nation  with  $1  billion  in  military  aid  over  the 
past  several  years. 

Mr.  Galbraith  has  criticized  this  U.S.  policy  of  “arming 
the  indigent”  and  has  called  upon  Congress  to  prevent 
military  aid  from  being  given  to  countries  which  have 
less  than  a  $200  per  capita  annual  income,  except  “in 
cases  where  there  is  specific  presidential  determination 
of  American  interest.”* 


If  Thine  Enemy  Hunger,  Don’t  Feed  Him 

The  House  of  Representatives  will  soon  take  up  the 
proposed  “Freedom  from  Hunger”  Act,  H.R.  12785. 
Before  sending  the  Administration  bill  to  the  floor  the 
Agriculture  Committee  added  provisions  forbidding 
sales  for  soft  currencies  to  “any  country  or  area  domi¬ 
nated  by  a  Communist  government”  or  to  “any  nation 
which  permits  ships  or  aircraft  under  its  registry  to 
transport  to  or  from  Cuba  or  North  Vietnam  .  .  .  any 
equipment,  materials  or  commodities,  so  long  as  they 
are  governed  by  a  Communist  regime.”  An  attempt  to 
delete  the  language  was  defeated,  23-7,  in  committee. 
The  amendment  would  not  apply  to  donations  to  gov¬ 
ernments  or  through  private  agencies. 

Supporters  of  the  amendment  argued  that  such  limita¬ 
tions  were  the  price  of  getting  food  legislation  passed 
in  an  election  year.  They  suggested  further  that  much 
worse  language  might  have  been  inserted  on  the  House 
floor.  Somewhat  similar  language  is  incorporated  in 
the  present  Food  for  Peace  Law,  P.L.  480,  but  the 
Administration  had  wanted  more  flexibility  under  the 
new  program. 


Justice  and  Dignity  At  Home 

“Negro  Americans  comprise  22  percent  of  the  enlisted 
men  in  our  Army  combat  units  in  Vietnam — and  22 
percent  of  those  who  have  lost  their  lives  in  battle 
there.  We  fall  victim  to  a  profound  hypocrisy  when 
we  say  that  they  cannot  buy  or  rent  dwellings  among 
citizens  they  fight  to  save.” — President  Lyndon  John¬ 
son,  April  28,  1966. 

The  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1966,  proposed  by  the  President 
April  28  and  contained  in  S.  3296  and  H.R.  14765. 
provides  for  the  elimination  of  discrimination  in  the 
sale,  rental  or  financing  of  residential  housing.  Sen. 
Everett  Dirksen,  Ill.,  is  leading  the  opposition  to  this 
provision.  S.  3296  and  H.R.  14765  also  provide  for: 
reform  of  the  Federal  jury  system,  elimination  of  dis¬ 
crimination  in  State  juries,  facilitation  of  descgrega- 


“How  Do  You  Write  It  In  Vietnamese?” 


tion  of  public  schools,  and  provision  for  penalties,  up 
to  life  imprisonment  for  murder,  for  acts  of  violence 
to  persons  pursuing  their  civil  rights. 

The  Shadow  of  Fallout  Shelters 

The  Senate  has  just  upped  the  Administration’s  re¬ 
quest  for  another  $447  million  installment  on  the 
development  of  an  anti-ballistic  missile  defense  sys¬ 
tem  by  $168  million.  The  decision  to  add  the  funds 
was  influenced  by  repprts  that  the  Soviet  Union  is 
moving  to  install  a  missile  defense  system,  and  by  the 
unanimous  recommendation  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  Secretary  of  Defense  Robert  McNamara  and 
President  Johnson  had  previously  overruled  the  Joint 
Chiefs  on  the  grounds  that  a  system  designed  to  off¬ 
set  the  Soviet  missile  arsenal  would  cost  some  $30 
billion  and  would  still  not  protect  tens  of  millions  of 
Americans. 

Sen.  Clark  opposed  the  Senate  action  because  crucial 
domestic  programs  could  use  the  money  to  better 
advantage,  and  because  he  thought  that  to  “embark 
now  upon  a  project  of  such  dubious  value — at  such 
fantastic  expense — and  against  the  recommendation 
of  the  President  makes  little  sense.” 

Sen.  Stephen  Young,  Ohio,  added  that  “this  proposed 
expenditure  will  encourage  additional  waste  of  tax¬ 
payers’  money  on  civil  defense.  ...  It  is  obvious  that 
if  the  proposed  antiballistic  missile  system  is  really 
necessa^,  it  must  be  accompanied  by  a  vast  program 
of  blast  and  fallout  shelters.  To  encourage  this  in  any 
way  would  be  a  tragedy.” 


. . .  ? 

Questionnaire  For  Candidates  For  Congress  In  1966 

I.  Vietnam.  Would  you  publicly  advocate  that  the  United  States: 

•  Expand  the  United  States  military  commitment  by:  (a)  increasing  the  number  of  U.S.  troops  in  South 

Vietnam?  - ;  (b)  expanding  air  attacks  in  North  Vietnam?  _ ;  (c)  mining  Haiphong  Harbor? 

- ;  (d)  crossing  the  Cambodian  and  Chinese  borders  in  “hot  pursuit”?  _ 

•  De-escalate  U.S.  military  operations  in  North  and  South  Vietnam  in  order  to  help  stimulate  negotiations? 

•  Recognize  that  the  National  Liberation  Front  (Vietcong)  is  a  major  party  to  the  dispute?  _ ;  support 

direct  negotiations  with  the  NLF?  - ;  and  accept  NLF  participation  in  an  interim,  coalition  government? 

•  Agree  to  abide  by  the  results  of  free  and  fair  elections  open  to  all  South  Vietnamese  citizens?  _ 

•  Support  an  internationally  supervised  ceasefire?  _ ;  internationally  supervised  elections?  _ ;  an 

international  presence  to  replace  all  outside  military  forces  in  South  Vietnam?  _ 

Comment : 

II.  People’s  Republic  of  China.  Would  you  publicly  advocate  that  the  United  States: 

•  Support  Chinas  participation  in  disarmament  talks?  _ 

•  Initiate  a  vigorous  campaign  of  inviting  eminent  Chinese  scholars  and  others  to  enter  the  United  States  and 

issue  visas  to  U.S.  citizens  who  wish  to  travel  in  China  at  their  own  risk?  _ 

•  End  the  U.S.  embargo  on  trade  in  non-strategic  goods  with  China  and  cancel  the  “certificates  of  origin”  re¬ 
quirement  now?  _ 

•  Accept  the  seating  of  the  People’s  Republic  of  China  in  the  United  Nations?  . . 

•  Extend  diplomatic  recognition  to  the  People’s  Republic  of  China?  _ 

Comment : 

III.  Nuclear  Weapons.  Would  you  publicly  advocate  that  the  United  States: 

•  Agree  to  a  treaty  to  prevent  the  further  spread  of  nuclear  weapons  even  if  this  requires  (a)  giving  up  the 

proposed  NATO  multilateral  nuclear  force  or  Atlantic  nuclear  force,  and  (b)  cutting  back  nuclear  stockpiles 
in  order  to  persuade  non-nuclear  powers  to  sign? _ 

•  Agree  to  a  treaty  with  the  Soviet  Union  to  outlaw  all  further  underground  nuclear  tests  for  military  pur¬ 
poses  under  an  inspection  system  which  would  detect  nearly  all  violations?  _ 

•  Adopt  a  policy  of  never  using  nuclear  weapons  first  in  any  war?  _ 

•  Oppose  the  proposal  to  construct  a  $30  billion  anti-ballistic  missile  and  fallout  shelter  system?  - 

Comment : 

IV.  Foreign  Aid.  Would  you  publicly  advocate  that  the  United  States: 

•  Attempt  to  narrow  the  widening  economic  gap  between  the  rich  and  poor  nations?  - 

•  Expand  its  foreign  economic  assistance  programs  significantly  in  order  to  meet  the  UN  goal  of  contributing 

1%  of  the  gross  national  product  to  developing  areas?  - 

•  Channel  a  larger  share  of  U.S.  aid  through  UN  and  other  multilateral  agencies?  - 

Comment : 

V.  Non-intervention.  Would  you  publicly  advocate  that  all  nations: 

•  Refrain  from  military  and  subversive  activities  in  the  internal  affairs  of  other  nations?  - 

In  world  tension  areas  and  on  crisis  issues,  would  you  publicly  advocate  that  the  United  States  act  only  in 
concert  with  other  nations  through  appropriate  international  organizations?  - 

Comment : 


This  questionnaire  suggests  issues  you  may  wish  to  raise  with  candidates  in  the  primary  and  general 
elections.  The  questionnaire  can  be  used  in  several  ways.  One  of  the  most  useful  is  to: 

(1)  Take  it  personally  to  all  candidates  or  their  managers  and  invite  their  replies; 

(2)  Publicize  replies  either  through  your  own  channels  or  by  encouraging  newspapers  to  carry  responses; 

(3)  Actively  support  candidates  who  share  your  views.  (Send  a  stamped  envelope  for  FCNL  s  How  to 
Work  in  Politics.”) 
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Voices  Against  the  War.  “I  hope  I  .  .  .  presented  a 
picture  of  a  different  kind  of  protester,”  said  one  of 
the  participants  in  a  joint  American  Friends  Service 
Committee-FCNL  legislative  effort,  April  18-29.  Ap¬ 
proximately  20  people  sent  by  regional  AFSC  offices 
around  the  country  held  nearly  200  Congressional  in¬ 
terviews  on  Vietnam  during  the  two-week  period.  They 
encountered  a  great  deal  of  receptivity  among  Senators 
and  Representatives  visited  and  also  a  great  deal  of 
frustration  over  finding  “a  good  formula”  for  getting 
the  United  States  out  of  the  war. 

The  “Wednesdays  in  Washington”  program,  initiated 
by  several  Friends  organizations  and  now  a  coopera¬ 
tive  program  of  ten  denominational  groups,  is  draw¬ 
ing  people  from  many  parts  of  the  country  to  talk  with 
Senators  and  Representatives  about  Vietnam.  Readers 
coming  to  Washington  any  Wednesday  through  June 
22  are  encouraged  to  bring  a  statement  drawn  up  by 
church  or  community  groups  and  to  write  ahead  for 
appointments  with  Congressmen.  Further  information 
is  available  from  FCNL. 

Local  Action  Against  Vietnam  War.  A  unique  citizens’ 
protest  against  the  Vietnam  war  has  been  mounted  in 
Redwood  City,  Calif.,  where  some  2900  people  have 
signed  a  petition  demanding  a  special  election  on  the 
issue  of  the  manufacture  of  napalm  by  a  Redwood  City 
corporation.  Some  75  persons  circulating  the  petition 
gathered  500  more  names  than  were  necessary  to  put 
the  issue  before  the  voters. 

“Peace  Candidates.^'  The  number  of  candidates  enter¬ 
ing  the  competition  for  Congressional  seats  on  the 
“peace  issue”  is  growing,  one  of  the  most  recent  addi¬ 
tions  being  William  R.  Martin,  assistant  treasurer  of 
the  FCNL  and  a  Maryland  Republican.  All  the  nearly 
30  candidates,  five  for  the  Senate,  are  dissenters  from 
the  President’s  policy  in  Vietnam,  though  in  varying 
degrees. 


Tax  Refusal.  Approximately  350  people  ranging  from 
entertainers  to  authors  and  educators  have  signed  a 
statement  declaring  that  “at  least  as  long  as  U.S. 
Forces  are  clearly  being  used  in  violation  of  the  U.S. 
Constitution,  International  Law  and  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Charter.  .  .  .  We  will  refuse  to  pay  our  Federal 
income  taxes  voluntarily.”  Citing  U.S.  action  in  Viet¬ 
nam  and  the  Dominican  Republic,  the  statement  said 
“that  the  ordinary  channels  of  protest  have  been  ex¬ 
hausted  and  that  the  time  has  come  for  Americans 
of  conscience  to  take  more  radical  action  in  the  hope 
of  averting  nuclear  war.” 

Foreign  Aid  as  War  Tool.  FCNL  “supports  in  general 
aid’s  fiscal  1967  request  for  non-military  economic 
assistance  programs,  as  representing  a  minimal  rec¬ 
ognition  of  the  American  obligation  to  share  in  the 
global  task  of  lifting  the  level  of  life  of  the  exploited 
and  the  disadvantaged.  At  the  same  time  we  wish  to 
voice  grave  concern  over  what  seems  to  us  a  dangerous 
debasement  of  the  high  purposes  of  economic  assist¬ 
ance, in  its  subordination  to  national  military  policies 
in  Vietnam.” — testimony  of  Stephen  Cary,  AFSC,  be¬ 
fore  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  April  27. 
Copies  available  from  FCNL. 

For  Your  Reference.  Write  to  your  Senator  for  copies  of  the  Senate 
Government  Operations  Committee  hearings  on  the  population  crisis  (not 
all  five  parts  printed  yet)  and  to  your  Representative  for  the  three-part 
House  Agriculture  Committee  Food  for  Freedom  hearings.  House  Foreign 
Affairs  and  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  Hearings  on  Foreign  Aid 
will  be  available  next  month. 


The  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
includes  Friends  appointed  by  20  of  the  26  Friends  Yearly 
Meetings  and  10  Friends  organizations  in  the  United  States. 
Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL  Washington  Newsletter 
are  guided  by  the  Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings 
of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks  for  itself  and  for  like- 
minded  Friends.  No  organization  can  speak  officially  for 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

FCNL  W  ASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER.  Editors:  Edward  F. 
Snyder,  Frances  Neely,  Judy  Starbuck,  245  Second  St.,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20002.  Subscription  $3.00  per  year. 
Published  monthly.  Second  class  postage  paid  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


FCNL  ACTION  Bulletins— Back¬ 
ground  information  and  action  sugges¬ 
tions  for  Newsletter  subscribers,  issued 
irregularly  as  need  arises. 

Bulletins  cover  foreign  policy  and 
domestic  human  rights  issues,  includ¬ 
ing  disarmament,  UN  affairs,  economic 
aid,  agricultural  surpluses,  conscription, 
civil  rights,  civil  liberties,  immigration 
and  refugees,  and  American  Indians. 

—  Will  you  take  action?  Check  here 
and  return  to  FCNL  with  your  name 
and  address  at  right. 
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245  Second  Street,  N.E. 
Washington,  D.C.  20002 
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Eosworth  lieworial  Library 
College  of  the  Bible 
Lexington,  Kentucky  40508 


Second  Class  Postam 
Paid  at  Washington,  D.C. 


